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Summary of January 27, 2013 Meeting 

2100 Clarendon Blvd, Azalea Conference Room 
 
Members Present:  Shannon Cunniff, Claire O’Dea, Alex Sanders, Eric Harold, Patrick Kenney,  Gabriel 
Thoumi, Scott Dicke, Shannon Siart, Mike Hanna, Christine Ng,  
 
Members Absent:   Sarah Meservey, Tara Zirker 
 
Guests:     James Davenport, Terry Whitehead, Anna Allie (ECS Limited), Doug Gehley (SHW Group), 
Dominador Tirona (Gordon), Scott Peterson (Gordon) 
 
Staff Present:  Adam Segel-Moss (DES), Scott Prisco (APS), Jennifer Xu (APS)    
  
1. Public comment 

Bill Johnson raised a number of issues related to stormwater, light pollution, canopy reduction, and a 
retaining wall.  Comments were submitted electronically to Commission members prior to the 
meeting. 
 
Joshua Handler, a member of the Boulevard Manor Civic association submitted comments via email 
and iterated the issues regarding Ashlawn during the public comment.   
 
 

2. Ashlawn Roundtable Discussion   
Scott Prisco provided an update on the Ashlawn project issues that occurred during construction and 
attempts to mitigate. 
 
Mr. Prisco detailed the tree presentation plan, screening, the Montague entry, the grading plan, the 
Environmental Assessment revision, and community concern. 
 
Mr. Prisco detailed why trees were removed and specifically pointed to additional street width that 
wasn’t required by County DES staff during the initial design.  APS noted that this change 
necessitated additional stormwater design to be included into the project (tree loss). 
 
Gabriel asked what could be done to create a buffer from residents.  Scott P. noted that a meeting 
on Thursday will be held to discuss this in more details with residents. APS noted that faster growing 
trees and a mix of deciduous and conifers would be planted.  
 
APS noted that additional unanticipated impacts were caused by APS bringing an arborist on late in 
the project.  Mr. Prisco noted that if an arborist would have been involved earlier, the project would 
have correctly reflected ~94 trees being removed. APS noted that this won’t happen again on future 
projects such as McKinley. The project plans to install ~220 trees to mitigate the tree removal. 
 
The trees will now be larger than 2-3.5 inches upon planting.  Gabriel asked about maintenance, Mr. 
Prisco noted that they will be maintained.  Mr. Prisco also noted that the number of trees being 
installed is higher than the County requirement. 
 
Mr. Prisco noted that all future projects will show a worst case scenario.  This includes oversized 
stormwater mitigation and conservative estimates of tree removal.  .  
 
Eric Harold asked what happened from the original stormwater plan to the new current plan.  The 
original plan required less area; once a bus loop was included the stormwater mitigations had to be 
included. 
 
Eric Harold asked how wide the walking path is and what the overall area impact will be.  Mr. Prisco 
noted the path will be 6 feet wide.  When the ramp redesign was reviewed, the slope increases as 
the ramp shifts downhill. 



 
Christine asked what the process is to evaluate the impacts such as the leaning tree.  Mr. Prisco 
noted that safety is paramount and being environmentally friendly is also a priority.  Christine asked 
if there is a documented process, and why certain decisions were made.  Mr. Prisco noted that there 
should have been a public meeting, a BLPC meeting and PFRC meeting.   He also noted that the 
project had an arborist on board way too late instead of just a landscape architect.   
 
Mr. Prisco noted that he wouldn’t change anything in the process except for the having an arborist 
on board earlier and keeping all stakeholders updated. 
 
Mike Hannah asked when the bus turnaround was expanded.  APS noted that County transportation 
imposed 2 foot expansion which expanded the area of treatment needed after design.  
 
Eric Harold asked what other option were considered, such as permeable pavement or bioswales.  
Mr. Prisco noted that permeable pavement is ineffective because of maintenance.  
 
Alex Sanders noted that Urban Forestry members have viewed the revised plans. Alex offered to 
check in with Dean Amel.  Shannon asked if a revised EA would be generated. 
 
Mike Hannah noted that this is an ongoing issue.  E2C2 asks for an EA, then the County comes and 
asks for 2 more feet late, then, the project changes significantly. 
 
Mike Hanna asked if Williamsburg EA could be updated and resubmitted.  APS agreed. 
 
Mr. Prisco asked to show trees that are being removed conservatively.  This will allow APS to show 
the worst case scenario and allow for any improvements where possible.   
 
Mr. Prisco noted that the APS is committed to mitigating environmental impacts, which include 
stormwater management, energy, light pollution, etc.  He noted that there should have been both a 
PFRC and BLPC to explain what happened during the process and to be more transparent about 
these changes.    
 
E2C2 discussion items: 

 E2C2 understands that there are tradeoffs; on this project trees and stormwater are difficult 
to balance. 

 APS plans to revise the Environmental Assessment and resubmit to the Commission. 

 E2C2 wanted to know why other stormwater management wasn’t considered in the initial 
design and after being made aware of the increased street width (e.g. Bioswales, pervious 
pavement, etc.). 

 The Commission was not pleased about having any trees removed in the Resource 
Protection Area.  

 The Commission would like to see a more impactful and thorough EA process.  The 
Commission is concerned that impacts aren’t evaluated early enough.  They would also like 
to reinforce that the EA should inform decision making for these kinds of issues. 

 E2C2 plans to review the proposed tree species with Urban Forestry 
 

E2C2 voted to draft a letter to the Board that notes the above issues 
 
Christine asked if there are changes expected from the community meeting on Thursday.   Mr. 
Prisco noted that if major ideas come forth that change the plan, they will be communicated to E2C2. 
 
 
 
 

3. Workplan 
Scott D. suggested the possible creation of subcommittees to coordinate, including transportation.  
Gabriel noted that subcommittee ideas include Courthouse, WRAPS, Realize Rosslyn, etc.  
 



Christine noted constrained time with Commission members.  Alex also suggested that from an 
equality standpoint, the Commission should weight engagement for positions that have monthly or 
weekly meetings, vs. bi-annually. 
 
The Commission reviewed the workplan and made cursory changes.  This agenda item will be 
continued as new members join the Commission in the coming months.  
 
 

4. Stormwater Comment Review 
The Commission discussed the Stormwater Master Plan (SWMP) comments to staff.  The 
Commission will aggregate comments and include the feedback to staff.  General discussion bullets 
include: 

 Consistency of presentation, desperate messaging based on how the report was put 
together 

 Transparency of prioritization 

 Lack of detailed project cost 

 Funding needs more information 

 Emerging issues needs beefing, climate change modeling 

 How will effectiveness and success will be clearly detailed 

 Tree canopy is not noted as a solution 
 

 
5. Approval of Meeting Summary – December 2013 

Unanimously approved with minor edits  
 
6. Old/New Business 

Gabriel asked for Courthouse to present in February.  Gabriel also noted that he is interested in 
bringing staff to a meeting to present on the Courthouse project. 
 
Shannon noted that the first CEPIRC meeting occurred.  The Commission is going to meet twice a 
year but indicated an interested for members to meet more frequently.  Shannon and Scott D. 
volunteered to work with the subcommittee to support the CEPIRC group.  It was a high energy 
group of about 60 folks that brought a wide breadth of interest.    
 
Alex S. noted that WRAPS is not active presently.  Mike brought up the Phoenix bike issue 
previously and Urban Forestry Commission (UFC) members performed a tree count and identified 
this area as a high value natural site.  The UFC also feels that the County should not give up open 
space when other areas exist.  Alex noted that a letter was written in opposition to removal of the 
space.   


